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FINAL ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to Amendment filed November 17, 2008. 

2. Claims 1, 7-10, 13, and 14 are amended. Claims 3, 5, and 6 are cancelled. 
Claims 15-20 are new. Claims 1, 2, 4, 7-20 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

1 . Claims 1, 2, 4, 7-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Baldwin (International Publication No. WO 01/57807 (cited from IDS)) in view of 
Casden et al. (US Patent Publication No. 2005/0036620 and Casden hereinafter). 
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3. As to claim 1 , Baldwin teaches a method comprising receiving encrypted data 
from an RFID tag [abstract]; decrypting said data by at least one decryption method (i.e 
.... teaches decryption process step [pg. 10, lines 14-17]); 

evaluating (i.e., comparison) if said data has been correctly decrypted by said at 
least one decryption method (i.e., ...teaches a comparison function upon decryption [pg. 
10, lines 14-17] Those skilled in the art would recognize the comparison function as 
being a software routine for which is control by a main routine such that if a exception 
happens in the decryption routine, the compahson routine will not be pass the proper 
data and therefore cause a exception in the comparison routine); 

based upon the last-performed evaluation, deriving a tag type from the last 
decryption method evaluated [pg. 10, lines 15-25]. 

Baldwin does not teach: 

when the at least one decryption method) has not correctly decrypted the data, 
decrypting the data by at least a second decryption method and evaluate if the data has 
been correctly decrypted by the second decryption method 

However, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Baldwin as introduced by Casden. Casden 

discloses: 
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when the at least one decryption method (e.g., other decryption keys has not correctly 
decrypted the data, decrypting the data by at least a second decryption method (e.g., 
other decryption keys) and evaluate if the data has been correctly decrypted by the 
second decryption method (to provide for the capability to utilized multiple decryption 
keys for the purpose of decrypting encrypted data [fig. 2]. 

Therefore, given the teachings of Casden, a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention would have recognized the desirability and advantage of modifying 
Baldwin by employing the well known features of utilizing multiple decryption keys for 
decrypting encrypted data disclosed above by Casden, for which signal interrogation will 
be enhanced [fig. 2]. 

4. As to claim 2, Baldwin teaches a method where said encrypted data is requested 
by sending an interrogation signal (i.e., ...teaches a read or interrogation takes place of 
encrypted data [pg. 6, lines 5-15]). 

5. As to claim 3, Cancelled. 

6. As to claim 4, Baldwin teaches a computer program product comprising program 
code means stored on a computer readable medium for carrying out the method of 
claim 1 when said program product is run on a computer or network device (i.e., ... 
teaches portable handheld RFID interrogator [pg. 12, lines 15-20] ... further teaches 
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program code [pg. 4, lines 30-32] recognize inlierent to such device is software running 
on said device to perform tine read function). 

7. As to claim 5, Cancelled. 

8. As to claim 6, Cancelled. 

9. As to claim 7, Baldwin teaches a device, comprising a radio frequency 
identification tag reader for receiving data from a radio frequency identification tag [pg. 
4, lines 8-15], a decryptor for decrypting said data by at least one of a plurality of 
decryption methods (i.e .... teaches decryption process step [pg. 10, lines 14-17]), the 
decryptor being suitable to evaluate if said data has been correctly decrypted by each of 
the plurality of decryption methods (i.e., ...teaches a comparison function upon 
decryption [pg. 10, lines 14-17] Those skilled in the art would recognize the comparison 
function as being a software routine for which is control by a main routine such that if a 
exception happens in the decryption routine, the comparison routine will not be pass the 
proper data and therefore cause a exception in the comparison routine), and a data 
processing unit suitable to derive a tag type from the evaluated decryption methods and 
to generate a corresponding output [pg. 10, lines 15-25]. 

Baldwin does not teach the claim limitation element of a plurality of decryption methods: 
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However, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Baldwin as introduced by Casden. Casden 
discloses: the use of a plurality of decryption methods (e.g., other decryption keys) (to 
provide for the capability to utilize a plurality of decryption keys to decrypt encrypted 
data [fig. 2]. 

Therefore, given the teachings of Casden, a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention would have recognized the desirability and advantage of modifying 
Baldwin by employing the well known features of utilizing multiple decryption keys for 
decrypting encrypted data disclosed above by Casden, for which signal interrogation will 
be enhanced [fig. 2]. 

1 0. As to claim 8, Baldwin teaches the device where said device further comprises a 
transmitter for sending an interrogation signal to a radio frequency identification tag [pg. 
4, lines 10-20]. 

11. As to claim 9, Baldwin teaches the device where said device is comprises a 
mobile terminal device (i.e., ... teaches portable handheld RFID interrogator [pg. 12, 

lines 15-20]). 

12. As to claim 10, Baldwin teaches the device where said device is enabled to 
communicate via a public land mobile network (i.e., ...teaches RFID tags and RFID 
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interrogators [pg. 5-25] Tliose sl^illed in tine art would recognize tine operation of RFID 
tags and RFID interrogators in the public domain. Such that the interrogator can be 
utilized to interrogate multiple RFID tags. Those skilled in the art would recognized such 
interrogation of multiple RFID tags within the public domain inherently prescribes a 
mobile network). 

13. As to claim 1 1 , Baldwin teaches a radio frequency identification tag [pg. 2, lines 
5-10], containing encrypted data [pg. 2, lines 25-30], and comprising a transmitter for 
sending said data to a radio frequency identification tag reader (i.e., ... teaches a 
antenna connected to a memory device [pg. 4, lines 10-15], where characterized in that 
said encrypted data contains an indication of the type of radio frequency identification 
tag [pg. 4, lines 25-32]. 

14. As to claim 12, Baldwin teaches a radio frequency identification tag where said 
radio frequency identification tag also further comprises a receiver for receiving 
interrogation signals from a radio frequency identification tag reader (i.e., ... teaches 
receiving a signal from RFID interrogator [pg. 4, lines 10-15]). 

1 5. As to claim 13, Baldwin teaches the device where said device comprises a 
mobile terminal device (i.e., ... teaches portable handheld RFID interrogator [pg. 12, 

lines 15-20]). 
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16. As to claim 14, Baldwin teaches the device, where said device is enabled to 
communicate via a public land mobile network (i.e., ...teaches RFID tags and RFID 
interrogators [pg. 5-25] Those skilled in the art would recognize the operation of RFID 
tags and RFID interrogators in the public domain. Such that the interrogator can be 
utilized to interrogate multiple RFID tags. Those skilled in the art would recognized such 
interrogation of multiple RFID tags within the public domain inherently prescribes a 
mobile network). 

1 7. As to claim 1 5, Baldwin teaches a method of claim 1 , wherein the tag type is at 
least one of public, private, and subscription. 

18. As to claim 16, Baldwin teaches a method of claim 1 , wherein decrypting said 
data includes using three or more decryption methods and one of the methods correctly 
decrypts the data (i.e., ... teaches Baldwin teach the use of decryption for purposes of 
decrypting data [pg. 10, lines 25-33. 

Baldwin does not teach the claim limitation element of using a plurality of decryption 
methods. However, these features are well known in the art and would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Baldwin as introduced by Casden. 
Casden discloses: the use of a plurality of decryption methods (e.g., other decryption 
keys) (to provide for the capability to utilize a plurality of decryption keys to decrypt 
encrypted data [fig. 2]. 
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Therefore, given the teachings of Casden, a person having ordinary sk\\\ in the art at the 
time of the invention would have recognized the desirability and advantage of modifying 
Baldwin by employing the well known features of utilizing multiple decryption keys for 
decrypting encrypted data disclosed above by Casden, for which signal interrogation will 
be enhanced [fig. 2]. 

1 9. As to claim 19, Baldwin teaches a device where the tag type is at least one of 
public, private, and subscription [pg. 4, lines 15-25]. 

2. As to claims 17, 18 and 20, the system disclosed by Baldwin shows substantial 
features of the claimed invention (discussed in the paragraph above), it fails to disclose: 

A method where each decryption method identifies one tag type (claim 17). 

A method where when none of the decryption methods correctly decrypt the 
data, the derived tag type is unknown (claim 18). 

A device where each decryption method identifies one tag type (claim 20). 

However, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Baldwin as introduced by Casden. Casden 
discloses: 
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A method where each decryption method (e.g., other decryption l<eys) identifies 
one tag type (e.g., Tag UID) (claim 17) (to provide identification of tag after decryption 
[par. 25]). 

A method where when none of the decryption methods (e.g., other decryption 
keys) correctly decrypt the data, the derived tag type is unknown (claim 18) (to provide 
for the capability to have unsuccessful decryption of encrypted data, thereby 
distinguishing between authorized and unauthorized tags [par. 27]). 

A device where each decryption method identifies one tag type (e.g., Tag UID) 
(claim 20) (to provide identification of tag after decryption [par. 25]). 

Therefore, given the teachings of Casden, a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention would have recognized the desirability and advantage of modifying 
Baldwin by employing the well known features of utilizing multiple decryption keys for 
decrypting encrypted data disclosed above by Casden, for which signal interrogation will 
be enhanced [fig. 2]. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 2, 4, 7- 14 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated tine new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BRYAN WRIGHT whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3826. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am - 5:30 pm Monday -Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, AYAZ Sheikh can be reached on (571)272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tine status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2435 



